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Ms. Lynn Silversmith Klein of Mary-

land 
Mr. Adam Jones of Michigan 

f 

REPORT ON H.R. 1591, U.S. TROOP 
READINESS, VETERANS’ HEALTH 
AND IRAQ ACCOUNTABILITY ACT 

Mr. OBEY, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, submitted a privileged 
report (Rept. No. 110–60) on the bill 
(H.R. 1591) making emergency supple-
mental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2007, and for 
other purposes, which was referred to 
the Union Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of 
order are reserved on the bill. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE 
COMMISSION ON THE PEOPLE’S 
REPUBLIC OF CHINA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 6913, and the order of 
the House of January 4, 2007, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Members of the House 
to the Congressional-Executive Com-
mission on the People’s Republic of 
China, in addition to Mr. LEVIN of 
Michigan, Chairman, appointed on Feb-
ruary 7, 2007: 

Ms. KAPTUR, Ohio 
Mr. HONDA, California 
Mr. UDALL, New Mexico 
Mr. WALZ, Minnesota 
Mr. MANZULLO, Illinois 
Mr. PITTS, Pennsylvania 
Mr. ROYCE, California 
Mr. SMITH, New Jersey 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

THE LEAST AMONG US 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, it has 
been said that we will all be judged by 
how we treat the least among us. No-
where is that more true than in Iraq. 

Two international headlines tell us of 
the devastation that is now Iraq. The 
first: ‘‘Silent Victims: What Will Be-
come of Iraq’s Children?’’ 

And the second: ‘‘World Ignoring 
Iraqi Refugees.’’ 

These headlines from CNN and the 
BBC, respectively, tell of the Iraqi vic-
tims of the occupation. While our brave 
men and women in uniform have done 
so much to try to improve the lives of 
average Iraqi families, the policies of 
the Bush administration have failed 

them and failed the Iraqi families in 
this regard. 

A recently released report from the 
U.N. found that nearly two million peo-
ple have been displaced by the occupa-
tion of Iraq. Many of these refugees are 
seeking homes within Jordan and 
Syria. The report estimates that a 
quarter of these refugees are children, 
children who lack education opportuni-
ties and a normal, safe childhood. 

It seems like the so-called mission is 
far from being accomplished. Iraqis are 
begging to leave Iraq’s violence and in-
stability. Thousands upon thousands of 
applications for residency in the 
United States have been denied, even 
for those who served alongside our 
troops as translators and as guides. 

Four years ago the President prom-
ised an Iraq flourishing under a stable 
democracy. When children are afraid to 
go to school and parents are fearful of 
even taking a trip to the local market, 
President Bush’s promise adds up to a 
total failure. 

One child, a fourth grader, who was 
profiled in the CNN piece said: ‘‘They 
killed me father and uncle in front of 
my eyes.’’ He was unable to continue 
because he broke down and he sobbed. 
This is the legacy that we are leaving 
for Iraq’s future generation. 

It is clear that our presence in Iraq is 
bringing more violence and more insta-
bility. Our presence may have given 
rise to a strong and deadly terrorist 
movement within the Iraqi civil war. 
Let’s be honest. It is well past time to 
bring our troops home and let the Iraqi 
people regain their sovereignty. 

Let me be clear: we must not with-
draw our support of the Iraqi people. 
We should be investing in the political, 
fiscal, and social infrastructure of Iraq. 
We must help to provide for the most 
basic needs, including education, elec-
tricity, drinkable water, sanitation, 
and security. In the now famous words: 
‘‘Mr. President, you broke it, you buy 
it.’’ 

My colleagues, it is time to bring our 
troops home. It is time to restore hope 
for the Iraqi people. It is the very least 
that we can do. 

f 

b 1845 

RENAMING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
THE NAVY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, since 1947 Congress has twice 
affirmed that the Marine Corps is a 
separate military service within the 
Department of the Navy. In 1947, the 
National Security Act stated that we 
have four separate military services: 
the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, and 
the Marine Corps. 

In 1986, the Goldwater-Nichols Act 
formally acknowledged the roles of 
each service’s commanding officer and 
stated that each branch’s commander 

serves equally as a member of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

For the past 5 years, this House has 
sent legislation to the Senate that 
would rename the Department of the 
Navy to be the Department of the Navy 
and Marine Corps. Not only has this 
change received support from the full 
House Armed Services Committee and 
the House itself, but by such notables 
as Secretary of the Navy Paul Nitz; As-
sistant Secretary of the Navy H. Law-
rence Garrett, III; Acting Secretary of 
the Navy Daniel Howard; Secretary of 
the Navy John Dalton; General Carl 
Mundy, 30th Commandant of the Ma-
rine Corps; General Chuck Krulak, 31st 
Commandant of the Marine Corps; the 
Fleet Reserve Association; the Marine 
Corps League; the National Defense 
PAC; and the National Association of 
Uniformed Services. 

Wade Sanders, the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy for Reserve Af-
fairs, 1993 to 1998, also declared his sup-
port for this change. He stated: ‘‘As a 
combat veteran and former naval offi-
cer, I understand the importance of the 
team dynamic and the importance of 
recognizing the contributions of team 
components. The Navy and Marine 
Corps team is just that: a dynamic 
partnership, and it is important to 
symbolically recognize the balance of 
the partnership.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to 
share part of an editorial published last 
year in the Chicago Tribune, and I will 
submit the entire editorial for the 
RECORD. 

[From the Chicago Tribune, Apr. 21, 2006] 
STEP UP FOR THE MARINES 

(Editorials) 
No service branch shows more respect for 

tradition than the U.S. Marine Corps does, 
which makes it all the more ironic that tra-
dition denies the corps an important show of 
respect: Equal billing with the other service 
branches. 

The Continental Congress ordered ‘‘two 
Battalions of Marines’’ to be raised in 1775 as 
landing forces for the Navy. The Marines 
have remained within the Navy on govern-
ment organization charts ever since, even 
though the corps functions through wartime 
and peacetime as a separate branch in every 
other way. 

Like the Army, Navy and Air Force, the 
Marine Corps has its own command struc-
ture. Its commandant holds equal status 
with other members of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, which happens to be chaired for the 
first time by a Marine, Gen. Peter Pace. 

Several Marine veterans and supporters 
have launched an online petition drive to 
support a bill proposed by Rep. Walter B. 
Jones. The North Carolina Republican, 
whose district includes Camp Lejeune, wants 
to fix the matter simply by changing the De-
partment of the Navy to the ‘‘Department of 
the Navy and Marine Corps.’’ 

Jones has twice passed similar measures in 
the House with bipartisan support, but the 
Senate was cool to them. Senate Armed 
Services Committee Chairman John Warner, 
a Virginia Republican, veteran and former 
Navy secretary, has promised ‘‘fair consider-
ation’’ for the legislation. That’s Senate- 
speak for a reluctance to commit. His reluc-
tance seems to be rooted in a sense of tradi-
tion. But sometimes it’s good to break with 
tradition. The War Department, for example, 
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became the Defense Department after World 
War II. The Army Air Corps was elevated in 
1941 to the Army Air Forces and in 1947 to 
the autonomous Air Force. 

The Marines have not asked for complete 
autonomy. Nothing structurally needs to 
change in their relationship with the Navy, 
which has served both branches well. The 
corps only asks for recognition. Having 
served their nation proudly and coura-
geously since colonial days, the leathernecks 
have earned a promotion. 

Mr. Speaker, I quote the Chicago 
Tribune: ‘‘No service branch shows 
more respect for tradition than the 
United States Marine Corps . . . which 
makes it all the more ironic that tradi-
tion denies the Corps an important 
show of respect, equal billing with the 
other service branches . . . But some-
times it is good to break with tradi-
tion. 

‘‘The Marines have not asked for 
complete autonomy. Nothing struc-
turally needs to change in their rela-
tionship with the Navy, which has 
served both branches well. The Corps 
only asks for recognition.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that my col-
leagues will join me in support of this 
change and cosponsor H.R. 346. 

Mr. Speaker, I have before me a post-
er of a marine who gave his life for this 
country. He was killed in Iraq. His fam-
ily received, after his death, the Silver 
Star. And what I have on this poster is 
from the Secretary of the Navy. It 
says: ‘‘The President of the United 
States takes pleasure in presenting the 
Silver Star to the family of Sergeant 
Michael Bitz. The sad part of this is, 
Mr. Speaker, he was a marine who died 
for this country. He was a team mem-
ber with the United States Navy; yet 
the citation has nothing but the Sec-
retary of the Navy and the Navy flag. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask you to look at 
this as I show you what it could be if 
this bill becomes law. What it would be 
with the Secretary of the Navy and 
Marine Corps with the Navy flag and 
the Marine flag. That is what this bill 
would do. 

And, Mr. Speaker, before I close, I 
say to my colleagues in the House I 
hope you will join me as cosponsor and 
maybe this year the Senate will accept 
the House position because, Mr. Speak-
er, this man left three children, twins 
he never saw, and when they look at 
this honor that his father received, 
wouldn’t it be nice 20 years from now 
for his family to say, ‘‘My daddy was a 
marine who gave his life for this coun-
try,’’ and it be recognized in the head-
ing of this citation. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

COMMEMORATING THE 186TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF GREEK INDEPEND-
ENCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. SARBANES) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in observance of the 186th anniversary 
of Greek independence. 

In 1821 when Greek patriots revolted 
against their Ottoman oppressors, they 
sounded a clarion call for liberty that 
was heard by freedom-loving men and 
women all over Europe and around the 
world. 

On March 25 we celebrate a coura-
geous struggle for independence that 
spanned 8 long and hard-fought years, 
creating a foundation for the modern 
Greek state. 

Americans and Greeks have long 
shared a profound commitment to the 
principles of democracy, and both peo-
ples have worked to create societies 
built upon these values. Throughout 
history each nation has taken inspira-
tion from the other’s experience. 

In 1823 Greek patriot, intellectual, 
and physician Adamantios Koraes 
wrote one of many letters to his friend 
Thomas Jefferson seeking counsel on 
how to draw up a constitution for 
Greece to use upon its liberation. Jef-
ferson wrote extensively in response, 
expounding the virtues and the fun-
damentals of the freedoms we cherish 
today: freedom of religion; freedom of 
person, habeas corpus; trial by jury; 
the exclusive right of legislation and 
taxation reserved to the representa-
tives of the people; and freedom of the 
press. Greek Independence Day marks 
the moment the people of Greece real-
ized these freedoms. 

A shared commitment to liberty has 
been the hallmark of our collective his-
tories. In the two world wars, Greece 
fought heroically in the allied cam-
paign to maintain liberty and democ-
racy. Similarly, during the Cold War, 
Greece fought against totalitarian ag-
gression and emerged as a democratic 
nation with a vigorous economy, a 
strong partner in the United States, 
and a full member of both NATO and 
the European Union. Most recently, 
Greece’s tremendous performance as 
host to the 2004 Olympic Games has 
shone a light on what this long-
standing commitment to democratic 
values and institutions can yield. 

Mr. Speaker, this occasion also offers 
us an opportunity to reflect on the 
enormous and distinctive contributions 
that Greek Americans have made to 
every aspect of life in our Nation, in-
cluding the arts, business, science, pub-
lic service, and scholarship. As Greek 
Americans have made this remarkable 
progress, they have also preserved im-
portant traditional values of hard 
work, education, and commitment to 
family and church, principles that 
strengthen and invigorate our commu-
nities. 

In one of his letters to Koraes, Jeffer-
son wrote this: ‘‘Possessing ourselves 

the combined blessings of liberty and 
order, we wish the same to other coun-
tries and to none more than yours, 
which, the first of civilizations, pro-
vided examples of what man should 
be.’’ 

In America and Greece we choose 
this day to celebrate the courage, the 
liberty, and democracy that is the 
foundation of every civilized society. 

f 

THE REAL REASON TO OPPOSE 
THE SUPPLEMENTAL APPRO-
PRIATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, a $124 billion 
supplemental appropriation is a good 
bill, to oppose. I am pleased that many 
of my colleagues will join me in voting 
against this measure. 

If one is unhappy with our progress 
in Iraq after 4 years of war, voting to 
defund the war makes sense. If one is 
unhappy with the manner in which we 
went to war without a constitutional 
declaration, voting ‘‘no’’ makes equal-
ly good sense. 

Voting ‘‘no’’ also makes the legiti-
mate point that the Constitution does 
not authorize Congress to direct the 
management of any military operation. 
The President clearly enjoys this au-
thority as Commander in Chief. 

But Congress, just as clearly, is re-
sponsible for making policy, by debat-
ing and declaring war, raising and 
equipping armies, funding military op-
erations, and ending conflicts that do 
not serve our national interests. 

Congress failed to meet its respon-
sibilities 4 years ago, unconstitution-
ally transferring its explicit war power 
to the executive branch. Even though 
the administration started the subse-
quent preemptive war in Iraq, Congress 
bears the greatest responsibility for its 
lack of courage in fulfilling its duties. 
Since then Congress has obediently 
provided the funds and troops required 
to pursue this illegitimate war. 

We won’t solve the problems in Iraq 
until we confront our failed policy of 
foreign interventionism. This latest ap-
propriation does nothing to solve our 
dilemma. Micromanaging the war 
while continuing to fund it won’t help 
our troops. 

Here is a new approach: Congress 
should admit its mistake and repeal 
the authority wrongfully given to the 
executive branch in 2002. Repeal the 
congressional sanction and disavow 
Presidential discretion in starting 
wars. Then start bringing the troops 
home. 

If anyone charges that this approach 
does not support the troops, take a 
poll. Find out how Reservists and 
Guardsman and their families, many 
on their second or third tours in Iraq, 
feel about it. 

The constant refrain that bringing 
our troops home would demonstrate a 
lack of support for them must be one of 
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